REMARKS 

In the Office Action mailed August 1 8, 2004, the Examiner raised certain claim 
objections with respect to claim 21, and as the Examiner will note above, both grounds for 
raising the objections to claim 21 have been removed from the claim, as instructed. 

Claims 21, 23 and 27-33 were provisionally rejected under the judicially created doctrine 
of obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 10-12 and 16-18 of co- 
pending Application No. 10/062,201 in view of Cockings et aL and Allen. The Examiner will 
please note that being filed herewith is a Terminal Disclaimer to Obviate a Provisional Double 
Patenting Rejection Over a Pending "Reference" Application, that has been signed by the 
undersigned as one who is empowered to act on behalf of the corporate which now owns 100 
percent of the present application. It is believed that the enclosed Terminal Disclaimer will now 
obviate the provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection of these claims, and that all 
claims, as now amended, will now be allowable over all the prior art of record. Such action is 
respectfully requested. 
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